
Finding: The request for a hearing is denied. Our regulations 

(Title 23, California Administrative Code, Section 2050(b)) regarding hearings 

for the purpose of presenting additional evidence require that a request for a 

hearing shall be supported by a statement that additional evidence is available 

that was not presented to the Regional Board or that evidence was improperly 

excluded. If evidence was not presented to the Regional Board, the reason 

shall be explained. 

Petitioners allege that there is evidence not presented to the 

Regional Board "due to the rapid manner in which the Board closed discussion on 

the matter, perceived by Edison representatives at the hearing as a decision on 

the part of the Board not to hear any additional argument on the subject." Our 

review of the record in this matter shows that petitioner had ample and 

numerous opportunities to present evidence to the Regional Board. Edison 

submitted written comments in a letter dated December 4, 1985 to the Regional 

Board requesting changes in the tentative waste discharge requirements 

identical to the changes requested in the petition before us. Edison represen- 

tatives met with Regional Board staff to discuss the tentative order on 

December 10, 1985. Edison representatives were also present and spoke at the 

January 9, 1986 Regional Board meeting. While petitioner may "perceive" that 

the Regional Board had decided not to receive additional evidence, the record 

shows otherwise. When ample opportunity was available to present evidence at 

the Regional Board level, we can and will decline to reopen the matter. We 

further note, as regarding legal argument, that petitioner again has had more 

than ample opportunity to present such material. As explicitly set forth in 

6. 



our regulations, legal arguments shall be presented as a statement of points 

and authorities as part of the petition (Title 23, California Administrative 

Code, Section 2050(a)(7))= 

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIUNS 

1. The petitioner is properly named in waste discharge requirements. 

2. Since petitioner had ample opportunity to present additional 

evidence earlier, a hearing in this matter is inappropriate. 

V. ORDER 

IT IS HEREuY ORDERED that the petition in this matter is denied. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned, Executive Director of the State Water Resources 
Control Board, does hereby certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and 
correct copy of an order duly and regularly adopted at a meeting of the State 
Water Resources Control Board held on July 17, 1986. 

Aye: W. Don Maughan 
Darlene E. Ruiz 

Eliseo M. Samaniego 
Danny Walsh 

No: None 

Absent: E. H. Finster 

Abstain: None 

Llr Executive Director 
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